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Abstract
Background: Canine leishmaniasis is a severe, potentially life-threatening, systemic vector-borne disease of dogs
caused by protozoan parasites of the genus Leishmania. Romania has been traditionally regarded as a non-endemic
country for leishmaniasis with sporadic human disease cases. However, the recent report of an autochthonous
canine leishmaniasis case (the first in the last 80 years) suggested the presence of an infection focus in the area of
Râmnicu Vâlcea. The present study describes a survey of canine leishmaniasis in this geographical area with
comparison to a georeferenced dataset of sand fly distribution based on historical literature records.
Methods: The study was carried out in Râmnicu Vâlcea and included samples (serum, blood and conjunctival
swabs) collected from 80 dogs including client-owned dogs from two local practices and dogs from two public
shelters. Serum anti-leishmanial antibodies were assessed by ELISA. All blood and conjunctival samples were
assessed by real-time quantitative PCR, targeting the leishmanial kinetoplast minicircle DNA.
Results: Three dogs (3.7 %) were seropositive and another four (5.0 %) showed borderline results indicative of
exposure or infection. TaqMan PCR was performed for all dogs, on both blood and conjunctival swabs. Seven dogs
(8.7 %) were positive by conjunctival swab PCR and one dog (1.2 %) by blood PCR. None of the positive dogs
presented clinical signs compatible with canine leishmaniasis.
Conclusions: This is the first study evaluating canine leishmaniasis in a dog population in Romania by both highly
sensitive PCR and serology. Although the prevalence was relatively low compared to other endemic regions, our
results clearly demonstrate the presence of a canine leishmaniasis focus in Romania.
Keywords: Leishmania infantum, Romania, Canine leishmaniasis, ELISA, PCR
Background
Canine leishmaniasis (CanL) is a severe zoonotic disease
caused by protozoan parasites of the genus Leishmania.
At least 12 species of Leishmania have been reported to
infect dogs in the Old and New World. However, the
most important etiological agent of CanL in Europe is
Leishmania infantum that also causes visceral and
cutaneous leishmaniasis in humans [1]. Zoonotic visceral
leishmaniasis is considered the most widespread form of
zoonotic leishmaniasis, and if left untreated, can be fatal
[2]. Dogs are the main peridomestic reservoirs of L.
infantum whereas jackals, wolves and foxes are sylvatic
hosts. Phlebotomine sand flies are the biological vectors
of all forms of leishmaniasis [2, 3].
CanL is endemic in more than 70 countries in Europe,
Africa, Asia and the Americas, occurring mainly in the
Mediterranean region and South America. It is often di-
agnosed in non-endemic countries, where imported
cases or sporadic autochthonous cases are increasingly
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posing a veterinary and public health concern and there
is therefore an imperative need for epidemiological stud-
ies to investigate the prevalence and spread of infection
[3, 4]. Although it is hard to assess whether there is a
real or an artificial increase of the global incidence of
leishmaniasis (due to increased awareness and improved
reporting), it is widely accepted that CanL is a dynamic-
ally expanding complex zoonosis, with continuously
changing transmission patterns [2]. It has been esti-
mated that only in the western Mediterranean countries,
at least 2.5 million dogs (16.7 %) are infected [5] and
there is an evident northward expansion of CanL in Eur-
ope, as demonstrated in Spain [6, 7] and in Italy [8–10].
Autochthonous case reports in canids or epidemiological
studies in countries from eastern Europe: Croatia [11],
Bulgaria [12] and Hungary [13] suggest that the disease
is spreading also eastwards.
Romania has been traditionally regarded as a country
with sporadic cases of human leishmaniasis [14]. Since
1912, when the first case of autochthonous human leish-
maniasis in Romania was described [15], 26 additional
autochthonous cases have been reported (two isolated
cases and one outbreak) [16–18]. The first report of clin-
ical autochthonous CanL was published in 1934 [19].
These reported human and canine cases occurred in
counties located in southern Romania (Prahova, Giurgiu
and Dolj). Between 1969 and 2013, no autochthonous
cases of Leishmania infection were reported, and human
or canine cases diagnosed locally were all imported. This
was regarded as a consequence of the widespread use of
insecticides between 1958 and 1964, during the malaria
eradication programmes [16].
In 2014, the first clinical case of autochthonous CanL
within the last 80 years was reported by us, in a six year
old mixed-breed bitch from Râmnicu Vâlcea (southern
Romania). This dog had no history of travel abroad [20].
This study aimed to perform targeted surveillance with
serological and molecular diagnostic techniques for
CanL in the geographical area (Râmnicu Vâlcea) of this
autochthonous CanL case. As no recent data on species
composition and geographical distribution of the sand
fly fauna and potential disease vectors in Romania are
available, a review of the literature is also provided.
Methods
Study area, animals and sample collection
The study was carried out in Râmnicu Vâlcea
(45.099672 N, 24.369317E) situated in the valley of the
Olt River. The total population of this town was 118,887
in 2015; there are no available data or estimation regard-
ing the dog population in Râmnicu Vâlcea.
The present study included samples collected in July-
August 2014 from dogs that visited two local practices
for general medical consultation, vaccination or external/
internal parasitic treatment, and from dogs hosted in two
local public shelters. All samples were collected with the
consent of the owners or the shelter management. For all
sampled dogs, general data (breed, sex, age, previous visits
abroad) and clinical data compatible with CanL (skin and
ocular lesions, lymphadenomegaly, weight loss and epi-
staxis) were registered. Conjunctival samples were ob-
tained from both eyes using sterile bacteriology swabs
without gel from all animals as previously described [21].
Blood was collected from all dogs by cephalic venipuncture
in EDTA and clot tubes for serum. Clot tubes were centri-
fuged and serum samples were stored at -20 C° to be used
for serology. Conjunctival swabs and blood samples in
EDTA were preserved at -20 °C until processed for DNA
extraction.
ELISA serology and PCR
Serum anti-leishmanial antibodies were assessed by ELISA
using crude leishmanial antigen as previously described
[22]. All dog sera were diluted to 1:100, added in L. infan-
tum antigen-coated plates and incubated for one hour at
37 °C. The plates were washed with 0.1 % Tween 20 in 50
nM phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) and incubated with
Protein A conjugated to horseradish peroxidase for one
hour at 37 °C. The plates were developed by addition of
the substrate 2, 2-azino-di-3-ethylbenzthiazolihne sufo-
nate (ABTS) (Boehringer Mannheim, Germany). Each
plate was read at a wavelength of 405 nm, after the ab-
sorbance of the positive control canine reference serum
reached a value between 0.95 and 1.0. In order to monitor
inter-assay variation, positive and negative control dog
sera were included on each plate. Optical density of each
sample was calibrated against a positive control. A sample
was considered positive if the calibrated optical density
was above 0.6, as previously reported [23], while samples
with calibrated optical density ranging between 0.2 and
0.6 were considered as borderline (BL).
Genomic DNA was extracted from all blood samples
using a commercial kit (Isolate II Genomic DNA Kit,
Bioline, London, UK) according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. DNA was extracted from one conjunctival
swab for each dog using the phenol-chloroform-isoamyl
alcohol method as previously described [21]. All samples
were assessed by real-time quantitative PCR, targeting
the kinetoplast minicircle DNA from L. infantum, using
TaqMan-MGB probe and PCR primers LEISH-1 and
LEISH-2, according to Francino et al. [24].
Statistical analysis and mapping
Frequency, prevalence and its 95 % confidence inter-
vals (95 % CI), were calculated. Chi-square test was
used for evaluating statistical significance; a P-value <
0.05 was considered statistically significant. Analysis was
performed using the EpiInfoTM 2000 (CDC, USA, http://
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www.cdc.gov/epiinfo/index.html) software. Cohen’s kappa
coefficient was calculated in order to evaluate the inter-
rater agreement between diagnostic methods, using the
Win Episcope 2.0 software [25].
In order to review the distribution of the sand fly spe-
cies in Romania and Leishmania spp. reports in dogs, a
comprehensive literature survey (using Google Scholar
and national library systems databases) has been per-
formed and distribution data was georeferenced based
on locality names, using Google Maps. Distribution
maps were generated using the QGIS software (http://
www.qgis.org).
Results
Detection of the infection in dogs
A total number of 80 dogs were tested for L. infantum
infection. None of these showed clinical signs character-
istic for CanL. The distribution of dogs by origin and the
results of the serological and molecular diagnostic tech-
niques are shown in Table 1. Three dogs (3.7 %) were
seropositive, while an additional four (5.0 %) showed BL
results. All seropositive dogs originated from the same
clinical practice. When both seropositive and BL sam-
ples were considered, 7 dogs (8.7 %) were reactive with
L. infantum antigen. TaqMan PCR was performed for all
dogs, on both blood and conjunctival swabs. Seven dogs
(8.7 %) were positive by conjunctival swab PCR and one
dog (1.2 %) by blood PCR. The cumulative positivity for
each dog is shown in Table 2. A moderate agreement
(k = 0.58) was found between ELISA serology and
conjunctival swab PCR.
None of the dogs sampled in the clinical practice has
travelled abroad and the parents of the owned dogs did
not have a travel abroad history nor were the dogs re-
ported to mate with dogs travelling to endemic countries.
For the dogs in the public shelters, this information was
not available, but as these are stray dogs with no owners,
it is highly improbable that they had a long-distance travel
history. There were no statistically significant differences
in the seroprevalence and molecular prevalence between
different dog breeds, sexes or age.
Review of the sand fly distribution and historical canine
leishmaniasis reports in Romania
In total, 84 georeferenced records were extracted for
sand fly distribution and four for CanL (Additional file 1:
Table S1) [26–31]. This offers a complete dataset of geo-
graphical coordinates and distribution maps for each one
of the eight reported sandflies species and historical CanL
reports (Fig. 1).
Discussion
The recent occurrence of a clinical case of autochthon-
ous CanL in Romania after 80 years since the previous
reports [20] raised questions about the presumed non-
endemic epidemiological status of this zoonotic disease
in the country and highlighted the need for both tar-
geted epidemiological studies and extensive, long-term
epidemiological surveys.
This study performed in the same location of the case
report, showed a higher molecular prevalence than sero-
prevalence, as in various other studies in endemic areas
[32, 33]. The difference between PCR and serology can
be explained by the fact that in endemic areas, only a
part of the infected dogs which are PCR-positive develop
anti-Leishmania antibodies [3, 34]. Furthermore, the
conjunctival swabs have been found to be more suitable
for the detection of Leishmania spp. DNA than blood,
[35] explaining the higher prevalence of conjunctival-
positive dogs in this study, compared to blood-positivity
in a single dog.
None of the positive dogs presented clinical signs
compatible with CanL, regardless of the detection
method. These results are in agreement with CanL sur-
veys from other countries where the majority of infected
dogs were affected sub-clinically and did not exhibit
clinical signs. In a study performed in Mallorca, Spain,
15 out of 26 seropositive dogs were clinically healthy
[34]. Fakhar el al. [36] showed that 88 % (22/25) of the
PCR-positive and 67 % (4/6) of the seropositive dogs
were asymptomatic. Since the majority of positive dogs
exhibit no clinical signs, it is likely that infected, but
asymptomatic dogs play an active role in the transmis-
sion of Leishmania spp., acting as sources of infection
Table 1 The number of dogs surveyed for leishmaniasis in each collection site and frequency of positive or borderline results by
ELISA and positivity by PCR
Dog provenience Number of dogs sampled Serology PCR
No. of positive
(% of total no. tested)
No. of borderline
(% of total no. tested)
No. of positive (blood)
(% of total no. tested)
No. of positive (swab)
(% of total no. tested)
Shelter 1 30 0 (0) 3 (10) 0 (0) 1 (3.3)
Shelter 2 16 0 (0) 1 (6.2) 1 (6.2) 1 (6.2)
Practice 1 8 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
Practice 2 26 3 (11.5) 0 (0) 0 (0) 5 (19.2)
Total 80 3 (3.7) 4 (5) 1 (1.2) 7 (8.7)
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for phlebotomine vectors [34, 37]. Moreover, Guarga et
al. [38] showed that sandflies are more attracted by
healthy skin of infected dogs and the interest of the fe-
male sand fly for feeding will decrease as the disease
progresses and more skin areas become severely
inflamed.
Four of the investigated dogs presented borderline re-
sults. These animals are indicative of exposure to L.
infantum and are likely to be infected and progressing
towards seropositivity. Long-term studies have shown
that infected dogs can follow different patterns of pro-
gression [3]. Some dogs will develop clinical signs of
Table 2 The cumulative positivity for different diagnostic tests
Sample ID Origin Breed Age (years) Positive serology Borderline serology PCR Positive (blood) PCR Positive (swab)
14 Shelter 1 Mixed-breed 1.5 No Yes No No
16 Shelter 1 Mixed-breed 8 No Yes No No
24 Shelter 1 Mixed-breed 2 No Yes No No
25 Shelter 1 Mixed-breed 5 No No No Yes
39 Shelter 2 Mixed-breed 5 No No No Yes
50 Shelter 2 Mixed-breed 1 No No Yes No
53 Shelter 2 Mixed-breed 15 No Yes No No
60 Practice 2 Chihuahua 8 Yes No No Yes
63 Practice 2 Bichon 9 No No No Yes
68 Practice 2 Poodle 10 Yes No No Yes
72 Practice 2 Dachshund 6 Yes No No Yes
79 Practice 2 Transylvanian Scenthound 5 No No No Yes
Fig. 1 Geographical distribution of sand fly species in Romania and Leishmania spp. reports in dogs
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disease shortly after infection, whereas others will re-
main infected for a long period of time, without exhibit-
ing lesions and clinical disease. However, this might not
be a permanent condition and any change in the health
status of these dogs could lead to the activation of the
infection and the development of clinical disease [3].
Only a few studies were performed in order to evalu-
ate the prevalence of CanL in Romania. Following an
outbreak of human leishmaniasis involving 23 children
and one adult in 1954 [18], two studies were carried out
in the human focus area in order to identify animal res-
ervoirs. In Dolj County, the microscopical prevalence in
bone marrow aspirates of CanL was 1.2 % [39], while in
the neighbouring county of Caraș-Severin, the preva-
lence was 2.2 % [40]. All positive dogs were infected
sub-clinically. In a more recent study of dogs from the
Bucharest area, out of 138 sera tested by IFAT, four
(2.9 %) were found positive for anti-Leishmania spp.
antibodies. All animals were apparently clinically healthy
[41].
An interesting finding in our study is that all seroposi-
tive dogs and five out of seven dogs positive by conjunc-
tival swab PCR had visited the same clinical practice
(Practice 2). This clinic provides service in the same
neighbourhood, along the river, in which the clinical
case by Mircean et al. [20] was found. This may be sug-
gestive for the presence of a disease focus.
It is not clear if the focus of infection identified in
the present study has been present for a long time, as
the disease status has never been investigated and in-
fection seems to be mostly subclinical, or if it repre-
sents an emerging new focus. The situation is
particularly interesting, as Romania is located at the
northern border of sand fly distribution in Europe,
like several other countries where the epidemiology of
CanL has been assessed in the past. In a three-year
serological survey performed at a public kennel in the
Bologna province in Northern Italy, a low endemic
region, the prevalence of infected dogs ranged be-
tween 4.9 and 12.6 % showing the presence of an ac-
tive focus of infection [10]. Until recently, the north
of Spain has been considered a non-endemic area.
However, after examining a total of 418 stray dogs for
the infection with L. infantum, an overall seropreva-
lence of 3 % was detected on the Cantabrian coast
[6]. In a recent epidemiological study assessing infec-
tion with different vector-borne pathogens in dogs
from Romania and Hungary, the prevalence of anti-
Leishmania antibodies was 2.9 % in dogs from
Romania and a molecular prevalence of 2.6 % was
registered in dogs from Hungary by real-time PCR
[41].
Over the past few years, different epidemiological
studies or isolated case reports highlighted an increase
in the global incidence of CanL and a clear northward
and eastward expansion [7, 10, 13, 20]. Although the fac-
tors generating such phenomenon are not easy to iden-
tify, it seems that climate change and demographic
factors are playing a major role in this evident disease
expansion. Particularly, in temperate zones, climate
change could affect the distribution of leishmaniasis by
the effect of increased average temperatures on existing
phlebotomine species or the establishment of tropical
and/or subtropical species [2].
Additionally, the role of wildlife reservoirs cannot be
excluded, as they are known to be important factors in
disease transmission. The role of wildlife in Leishmania
spp. transmission has not been assessed yet in Romania.
However, Romania has considerably dense wild canid
populations including wolves, foxes and the recently
territory-expanding golden jackals [42].
No recent data regarding species composition and
geographical distribution of the sand fly fauna in
Romania are available. However, a review of some older
publications reports the presence of eight sand fly spe-
cies in Romania [16], but without reporting geographical
locations. Two of the species reported in Romania, Phle-
botomus perfiliewi and P. neglectus are known as compe-
tent vectors for L. infantum [43].
Despite the recent autochtounous human and CanL
reports, leishmaniasis is considered absent in Romania
by most of the practicing veterinarians and physicians.
Moreover, the awareness of the public regarding the
zoonotic character of the disease and its association with
dogs is relatively low, and no proper prevention of sand
fly bites is performed routinely in dogs. Therefore, it is
imperative that the presence of a CanL focus described
in this study, as well as the possibility that other foci
may exist, will be communicated to veterinary and pub-
lic health officials in order to raise the awareness to this
potentially fatal zoonosis.
Conclusions
This is the first study to evaluate the prevalence of CanL
in Romania by sensitive PCR and serology, in an area
from which a recent clinical report of autochthonous in-
fection was made. Although the prevalence is relatively
low compared to some other endemic regions, our re-
sults clearly demonstrate the presence of a CanL focus
in Romania, a country at the border of the disease distri-
bution. Further studies already initiated under the frame
of the VectorNet project managed by EFSA and the
ECDC, will investigate the presence and abundance of
the sand fly vectors in the area. Furthermore, awareness
of public health and veterinary professionals to the pos-
sibility of clinical leishmaniasis in dogs and humans
should be increased in Romania.
Dumitrache et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2016) 9:297 Page 5 of 7
Ethical approval and consent to participate
All samples were collected and used with the owner
consent and collected by professional vets in the clinical
facilities. As the studies did not involve any experimental
work, no ethical committee approval was required.
Additional file
Additional file 1: Table S1. Geographical distribution of sand fly fauna
in Romania. (XLSX 12 kb)
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contributions
MOD organized the field sampling in the clinics, conceived the
questionnaires, performed the serology and wrote the manuscript. YNB and
MG performed the molecular work. VM contacted the local vets and
organized the sampling in the shelters. CDC performed the literature review
and extracted the georeferenced data for sand fly distribution. ADM and GB
conceived and coordinated the study and participated in composing the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final version of the
manuscript.
Acknowledgements
This study was supported by the CNCS-UEFISCDI Grant Agency Romania,
grant number TE 299/2015 to MOD, CDC and ADM. The work of MOD, ADM
and GB was carried out under the frame of the EurNegVec COST Action
TD1303. We thank Angela Monica Ionică and Ioana Adriana Matei for helping
with DNA extraction, Dr. Adriana Györke for statistical analysis and Cristi
Domșa for the maps in Fig. 1.
Author details
1Department of Parasitology and Parasitic Diseases, Faculty of Veterinary
Medicine, University of Agricultural Sciences and Veterinary Medicine
Cluj-Napoca, Cluj-Napoca, Romania. 2Koret School of Veterinary Medicine,
Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Rehovot, Israel.
Received: 23 March 2016 Accepted: 10 May 2016
References
1. Dantas-Torres F, Solano-Gallego L, Baneth G, Ribeiro VM, de Paiva-Cavalcanti
M, Otranto D. Canine leishmaniosis in the Old and New Worlds: unveiled
similarities and differences. Trends Parasitol. 2012;28(12):531–8.
2. Gramiccia M, Gradoni L. The current status of zoonotic leishmaniases and
approaches to disease control. Int J Parasitol. 2005;35(11):1169–80.
3. Baneth G, Koutinas AF, Solano-Gallego L, Bourdeau P, Ferrer L. Canine
leishmaniosis-new concepts and insights on an expanding zoonosis: part
one. Trends Parasitol. 2008;24(7):324–30.
4. Solano-Gallego L, Miró G, Koutinas A, Cardoso L, Pennisi MG, et al. LeishVet
guidelines for the practical management of canine leishmaniosis. Parasit
Vectors. 2011;4(1):86.
5. Moreno J, Alvar J. Canine leishmaniasis: epidemiological risk and the
experimental model. Trends Parasitol. 2002;18(9):399–405.
6. Miró G, Checa R, Montoya A, Hernández L, Dado D, Gálvez R. Current
situation of Leishmania infantum infection in shelter dogs in northern Spain.
Parasit Vectors. 2012;5(1):60.
7. Ballart C, Alcover MM, Portús M, Gállego M. Is leishmaniasis widespread in
Spain? First data on canine leishmaniasis in the province of Lleida,
Catalonia, northeast Spain. T Roy Soc Trop Med H. 2012;106:134–6.
8. Ferroglio E, Maroli M, Gastaldo S, Mignone W, Rossi L. Canine leishmaniasis,
Italy. Emerg Infect Dis. 2005;11(10):1618–20.
9. Maroli M, Rossi L, Baldelli R, Capelli G, Ferroglio E, et al. The northward
spread of leishmaniasis in Italy: evidence from retrospective and ongoing
studies on the canine reservoir and phlebotomine vectors. Trop Med Int
Health. 2008;13(2):256–64.
10. Baldelli R, Piva S, Salvatore D, Parigi M, Melloni O, et al. Canine leishmaniasis
surveillance in a northern Italy kennel. Vet Parasitol. 2011;179(1):57–61.
11. Beck A, Beck R, Kusak J, Gudan A, Martinkovic F, et al. A case of visceral
leishmaniosis in a gray wolf (Canis lupus) from Croatia. J Wildlife Dis. 2008;
44(2):451–6.
12. Tsachev I, Kyriazis ID, Boutsini S, Karagouni E, Dotsika E. First report of canine
visceral leishmaniasis in Bulgaria. Turk J Vet Anim Sci. 2011;34(5):465–9.
13. Tánczos B, Balogh N, Király L, Biksi I, Szeredi L, Gyurkovsky M, et al. First
record of autochthonous canine leishmaniasis in Hungary. Vector-Borne
Zoonot. 2012;12(7):588–94.
14. Ready PD. Leishmaniasis emergence in Europe. Euro surveill. 2010;15(10):19505.
15. Manicatide N. Two cases of Kala-Azar observed in Romania. Bull Sect Sci
Acad Roum. 1919–1920:105. (In French).
16. Dancesco P. Species of sandflies (Diptera: Psychodidae) in Romania, some
aspects of their ecology and new capture stations. Trav Mus Nat Hist
Grigore Antipa. 2008;51:185–99. (In French).
17. Copăceanu P, Motilică V, Nicolaescu N, Iliescu I. The first case of visceral
leishmaniasis in adults in RPR. Rev Ig Microbiol Epid. 1955;3:88–90. (In Romanian).
18. Minculescu M, Bîrzu I, Crețu S, Iovănescu F, Ionescu D, Lupulescu V, et al.
Reflections on the first outbreak of infantile leishmaniasis identified RPR.
Stud Cercet Inframicrobiol Parazitol III. 1955;6(3):596–603. (In Romanian).
19. Mihăilescu M, Niciloff D. Two cases of spontaneous canine leishmaniasis in
Romania. Arhiva vet. 1934;26:43–53. (In Romanian).
20. Mircean V, Dumitrache MO, Mircean M, Bolfa P, Györke A, Mihalca AD.
Autochthonous canine leishmaniasis in Romania: neglected or (re)
emerging. Parasit Vectors. 2014;7:135.
21. Strauss-Ayali D, Jaffe CL, Burshtain O, Gonen L, Baneth G. Polymerase chain
reaction using noninvasively obtained samples, for the detection of
Leishmania infantum DNA in dogs. J Infect Dis. 2004;189(9):1729–33.
22. Kovalenko DA, Razakov SA, Ponirovsky EN, Warburg A, Nasyrova RM, et al.
Canine leishmaniosis and its relationship to human visceral leishmaniasis in
eastern Uzbekistan. Parasit Vectors. 2011;4:58.
23. Baneth G, Dank G, Keren-Kornblatt E, Sekeles E, Adini I, et al.
Emergence of visceral leishmaniasis in central Israel. Am J Trop Med
Hyg. 1998;59(5):722–5.
24. Francino O, Altet L, Sanchez-Robert E, Rodriguez A, Solano-Gallego L, et al.
Advantages of real-time PCR assay for diagnosis and monitoring of canine
leishmaniosis. Vet Parasitol. 2006;137(3):214–21.
25. Thrusfield M, Ortega C, De Blas I, Noordhuizen J, Frankena K. WIN EPISCOPE
2.0: improved epidemiological software for veterinary medicine. Vet Rec.
2001;148:567–72.
26. Leon N. Contributions to the study of animal parasites in Romania. 54th ed.
Bucureşti, Romania: Editura Cultura Naţională; 1924. p. 67–9. (In French).
27. Lupaşco G, Dancesco P, Cristesco A. Research on sand flies in Romania. IV.
The presence of the Phlebotomus alexandri species. Arch Roum Pathol Exp.
1965;24:741–6. (In French).
28. Lupaşco G, Dancesco P. Research on wild Phlebotomus species from
Danube’s defile. Ecology. Arch Roum Pathol Exp. 1965;24:747–50. (In
French).
29. Duport M, Lupaşcu G, Cristescu A. Contributions to the study of natural
biotopes of sand flies in Romania. Arch Roum Pathol Exp. 1971;30:387–98.
In French.
30. Lupaşco G, Dancesco P, Cheles N. Contributions to the study of sand fly
species (Diptera, Psychodidae) in Romania. III. The presence of the
Phlebotomus (Larroussius) major in Dobroudja region. Observations on
morphology and ecology of the species. Arch Roum Pathol Exp. 1965;24:
187–94. (In French).
31. Cristesco A, Dancesco P. Contributions to the morphologic differentiations
on Phlebotomus major and Phlebotomus perfiliewi females (Diptera,
Psychodidae) in Romania. Arch Roum Pathol Exp. 1967;26:319–26. (In
French).
32. Lachaud L, Chabbert E, Dubessay P, Dereure J, Lamothe J, Dedet JP, Bastien P.
Value of two PCR methods for the diagnosis of canine visceral leishmaniasis and
the detection of asymptomatic carriers. Parasitology. 2002;125(03):197–207.
33. Wang JY, Ha Y, Gao CH, Wang Y, Yang YT, Chen HT. The prevalence of
canine Leishmania infantum infection in western China detected by PCR
and serological tests. Parasit Vectors. 2011;4:69.
34. Solano-Gallego L, Morell P, Arboix M, Alberola J, Ferrer L. Prevalence of
Leishmania infantum infection in dogs living in an area of canine
leishmaniasis endemicity using PCR on several tissues and serology. J Clin
Microbiol. 2001;39(2):560–3.
Dumitrache et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2016) 9:297 Page 6 of 7
35. Leite RS, de Almeida FS, Ituassu LT, de Melo MN, de Andrade AS. PCR
diagnosis of visceral leishmaniasis in asymptomatic dogs using conjunctival
swab samples. Vet Parasitol. 2010;170(3):201–6.
36. Fakhar M, Motazedian MH, Asgari Q, Kalantari M. Asymptomatic domestic
dogs are carriers of Leishmania infantum: possible reservoirs host for human
visceral leishmaniasis in southern Iran. Comp Clin Pathol. 2012;21(5):801–7.
37. Molina R, Amela C, Nieto J, San-Andres M, Gonzalez F, et al. Infectivity of
dogs naturally infected with Leishmania infantum to colonized Phlebotomus
perniciosus. T Roy Soc Trop Med H. 1994;88(4):491–3.
38. Guarga JL, Moreno J, Lucientes J, Gracia MJ, Peribanez MA, et al. Canine
leishmaniasis transmission: higher infectivity amongst naturally infected
dogs to sand flies is associated with lower proportions of T helper cells. Res
Vet Sci. 2000;69(3):249–53.
39. Lupașcu G, Ciplea A, Gherman I. Contributions to the study of the reservoir
of infection in the outbreak of leishmaniasis in Craiova region. Stud Cercet
Inframicrobiol Parzitol. 1957;8:647–51. (In Romanian).
40. Lupașcu G, Bossie A, Ciplea A, Costin P. Research on the animal reservoir of
Leishmania. Arch Roum Pathol Exp. 1968;28:29–35. (In French).
41. Hamel D, Silaghi C, Lescai D, Pfister K. Epidemiological aspects on vector-
borne infections in stray and pet dogs from Romania and Hungary with
focus on Babesia spp. Parasitol Res. 2012;110:1537–45.
42. Papp CR, Banea OC, Szekely-Sitea AI. Applied ecology and management
aspects related to the golden jackal specific ecological system in Romania.
Acta Musei Maramorosiensis I. 2014;1:1–18.
43. Alten B, Maia C, Afonso MO, Campino L, Jiménez M. Seasonal dynamics of
phlebotomine sand fly species proven vectors of Mediterranean
leishmaniasis caused by Leishmania infantum. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2016;
10(2):e0004458.
•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 
•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal
•  We provide round the clock customer support 
•  Convenient online submission
•  Thorough peer review
•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 
•  Maximum visibility for your research
Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:
Dumitrache et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2016) 9:297 Page 7 of 7
